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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-21 are pending for examination as interpreted by the examiner. The 
amendment filed on 1 0/1 9/06 was considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matsumoto et al., US Patent 6,320,829 in view of Ichimura et al., US Patent 6,034,832. 

Regarding claim 1, Matsumoto et al. teaches an information generating apparatus, 
comprising: a control information embedding device (column 3, lines 22-25) for embedding 
permission control information to in video information included in recording information as 
watermarks (column 2, lines 39-50), wherein the control information embedding device further 
adds copy restriction information to the recording information (column 2, lines 39-43), the copy 
restriction information restricting copying of the recording information for each of the regions 
after the recording information is recorded (column 2, lines 58-62 and column 4, lines 36-40). 
Matsumoto et al. does not but Ichimura et al. teaches the permission control information 
controlling at least one of recording and reproduction of the recording information for each of 
predetermined geographical regions of the world (column 10, line 63 to column 11, line 6). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
include the concept of copy restriction based on the geographical area as taught by Ichimura 
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et al. into the system of Matsumoto et al. The motivation would be to prohibit reproduction in 
only specific areas (column 1 1 , lines 1-3 of Ichimura et al.). 

Regarding claim 3, Matsumoto et al. teaches the information generating apparatus 
according to claim 1, wherein; the permission control information and the copy restriction 
information include correlation information having a correlation for preventing tampering 
(column 3, lines 8-17). 

Regarding claim 4, Matsumoto et al. teaches the information generating apparatus 
according to claim 1, wherein; the permission control information further includes period 
information indicating a period for permitting at least one of recording or reproduction of the 
recording information (column 15, lines 1-15). 

Regarding claim 5, Matsumoto et al. teaches an information reproducing apparatus for 
reproducing the recording information outputted with addition of permission control information 
and copy restriction information (column 3, lines 18-34), the copy restriction information 
restricting copying of the recording information after the recording information is recorded 
(column 2, lines 58-62), the recording information including unit copy restriction information for 
each unit of predetermined information, the information reproducing apparatus, comprising: a 
first extracting device for extracting the unit copy restriction information from the recording 
information (done by the "output control device" as explained in column 3, lines 64-67), a 
second extracting device for extracting the copy restriction information from the recording 
information (done by "electronic watermark information judging device" as explained in column 
3, lines 60-64 and column 4, lines 36-40), a detecting device for detecting whether or not 
contents of the extracted unit copy restriction information and contents of the extracted copy 
restriction information coincide with each other (done by element 43 of figure 4 and explained 
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in column 4, lines 1-6), and a reproduction control device for prohibiting reproduction of the 
recording information when the contents of the extracted unit copy restriction information and 
the contents of the copy restriction information do not coincide with each other (done by 
element 43 of figure 4 and explained in column 4, lines 1-6). Matsumoto et al. does not but 
Ichimura et al. teaches the permission control information controlling at least one of recording 
and reproduction of the recording information for each of predetermined geographical regions 
of the world (column 10, line 63 to column 11, line 6). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the concept of copy restriction 
based on the geographical area as taught by Ichimura et al. into the system of Matsumoto et 
al. The motivation would be to prohibit reproduction in only specific areas (column 11, lines 1-3 
of Ichimura et al.). 

Regarding claim 6, Matsumoto et al. teaches an information reproducing apparatus for 
reproducing recording information outputted with addition of permission control information and 
copy restriction information (column 3, lines 18-34 and column 4, lines 36-40, respectively), the 
permission control information including correlation information having a correlation for 
preventing tampering (inherent to copy prevention methods), the copy restriction information 
including the correlation information and restricting copy of the recording information after the 
recording information is recorded (column 2, lines 58-62 and column 4, lines 36-40), the 
information reproducing apparatus, comprising: a first extracting device for extracting the 
permission control information from the recording information (done by the "output control 
device" as explained in column 3, lines 64-67), the permission control information being 
embedded in video information as watermarks (column 2, lines 39-50), a second extracting 
device for extracting the copy restriction information from the recording information (done by 



Application/Control Number: 10/628,230 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2627 

"electronic watermark information judging device" as explained in column 3, lines 60-64 and 
column 4, lines 36-40), a detecting device for detecting presence or absence of tampering 
based on the correlation information included in the extracted permission control information 
and the extracted copy restriction information (done by element 43 of figure 4 and explained in 
column 4, lines 1-6), and a reproduction control device for prohibiting reproduction of the 
recording information when tampering is detected by the detecting device (done by element 43 
of figure 4 and explained in column 4, lines 1-6). Matsumoto et al. does not but Ichimura et al. 
teaches the permission control information controlling at least one of recording and 
reproduction of the recording information for each of predetermined geographical regions of 
the world (column 10, line 63 to column 11, line 6). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the concept of copy restriction 
based on the geographical area as taught by Ichimura et al. into the system of Matsumoto et 
al. The motivation would be to prohibit reproduction in only specific areas (column 11, lines 1-3 
of Ichimura et al.). 

Regarding claim 7, Matsumoto et al. teaches an information generating method, 
comprising a control information embedding process of embedding permission control 
information to recording information (column 3, lines 1-8), the permission control information 
being embedded in video information as watermarks (column 2, lines 39-50). Matsumoto et al. 
does not but Ichimura et al. teaches the permission control information controlling at least one 
of recording and reproduction of the recording information for each of predetermined 
geographical regions of the world (column 10, line 63 to column 11, line 6). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the concept of 
copy restriction based on the geographical area as taught by Ichimura et al. into the system of 
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Matsumoto et al. The motivation would be to prohibit reproduction in only specific areas 
(column 11, lines 1-3 of Ichimura et al.). 

Regarding claim 8, Matsumoto et al. teaches an information reproducing method for 
reproducing recording information outputted with addition of permission control information and 
copy restriction information (column 3, lines 18-34 and column 4, lines 36-40, respectively), the 
copy restriction information restricting copy of the recording information after the recording 
information is recorded (column 2, lines 58-62 and column 4, lines 36-40), the recording 
information including unit copy restriction information for each unit of predetermined 
information, the method, comprising: a first extracting process of extracting the unit copy 
restriction information from the recording information (column 3, lines 64-67), a second 
extracting process of extracting the copy restriction information from the recording information 
(column 3, lines 60-64 and column 4, lines 36-40), a detecting process of detecting whether or 
not contents of the extracted unit copy restriction information and contents of the copy 
restriction information coincide with each other (explained in column 4, lines 1-6), and a 
reproduction control process of prohibiting reproduction of the recording information when the 
contents of the extracted unit copy restriction information and the contents of the extracted 
copy restriction information do not coincide with each other (explained in column 4, lines 1-6). 
Matsumoto et al. does not but Ichimura et al. teaches the permission control information 
controlling at least one of recording and reproduction of the recording information for each of 
predetermined geographical regions of the world (column 10, line 63 to column 11, line 6). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
include the concept of copy restriction based on the geographical area as taught by Ichimura 
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et al. into the system of Matsumoto et al. The motivation would be to prohibit reproduction in 
only specific areas (column 1 1 , lines 1-3 of Ichimura et al.). 

Regarding claim 9, Matsumoto et al. teaches an information reproducing method for 
reproducing recording information outputted with addition of permission control information and 
copy restriction information (column 3, lines 18-34 and column 4, lines 36-40, respectively), the 
permission control information including correlation information having a correlation for 
preventing tampering (inherent to copy prevention methods), the copy restriction information 
including the correlation information and restricting copy of the recording information after the 
recording information is recorded (column 2, lines 58-62), the method, comprising: first 
extracting process of extracting the permission control information from the recording 
information (done by the "output control device" as explained in column 3, lines 64-67), second 
extracting process of extracting the copy restriction information from the recording information 
(done by "electronic watermark information judging device" as explained in column 3, lines 60- 
64 and column 4, lines 36-40), a detecting process of detecting presence or absence of 
tampering based on the correlation information included in the extracted permission control 
information and the extracted copy restriction information (done by element 43 of figure 4 and 
explained in column 4, lines 1-6), and a reproduction control process of prohibiting 
reproduction of the recording information when tampering is detected by the detecting process 
(done by element 43 of figure 4 and explained in column 4, lines 1-6). Matsumoto et al. does 
not but Ichimura et al. teaches the permission control information controlling at least one of 
recording and reproduction of the recording information for each of predetermined 
geographical regions of the world (column 10, line 63 to column 1 1 , line 6). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the concept of 
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copy restriction based on the geographical area as taught by Ichimura et al. into the system of 
Matsumoto et al. The motivation would be to prohibit reproduction in only specific areas 
(column 11, lines 1-3 of Ichimura et al.). 

Regarding claim 10, Matsumoto et al. teaches a computer readable medium encoded 
with a computer program (inherent to the method) representing a sequence of instructions, 
which sequence of instructions is executed by a generating computer included in the 
information generating apparatus, the instructions cause the computer to function as a control 
information embedding device for embedding permission control information to recording 
information (column 2, lines 39-43). Matsumoto et al. does not but Ichimura et al. teaches the 
permission control information controlling at least one of recording and reproduction of the 
recording information for each of predetermined geographical regions of the world (column 10, 
line 63 to column 11, line 6). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to include the concept of copy restriction based on the geographical area 
as taught by Ichimura et al. into the system of Matsumoto et al. The motivation would be to 
prohibit reproduction in only specific areas (column 11, lines 1-3 of Ichimura et al.). 

Regarding claim 11, Matsumoto et al. teaches a computer readable medium encoded 
with a computer program (inherent to the method) representing a sequence of instructions, 
which when the program is executed by a reproducing computer, the instructions cause the 
computer to function as: first extracting device for extracting unit copy restriction information 
from recording information (column 3, lines 64-67), second extracting device for extracting 
copy restriction information from the recording information (column 3, lines 60-64 and column 
4, lines 36-40), a detecting device for detecting whether or not contents of the extracted unit 
copy restriction information and contents of the extracted copy restriction information coincide 
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with each other (explained in column 4, lines 1-6), and a reproduction control device for 
prohibiting reproduction of the recording information when the contents of the extracted unit 
copy restriction information and the contents of the copy restriction information do not coincide 
with each other (explained in column 4, lines 1-6), the reproducing computer being included in 
an information reproducing apparatus for reproducing the recording information outputted with 
addition of the permission control information and the copy restriction information (column 2, 
lines 39-43 and column 4, lines 36-40, respectively), the permission control information 
controlling at least one of recording or reproduction of the recording information including unit 
copy restriction information for each unit ("portion") of predetermined information constituting 
the recording information (column 2, lines 39-50), the copy restriction information restricting 
copy of the recording information after the recording information is recorded (column 2, lines 
58-62 and column 4, lines 36-40). Matsumoto et al. does not but Ichimura et al. teaches the 
permission control information controlling at least one of recording and reproduction of the 
recording information for each of predetermined geographical regions of the world (column 10, 
line 63 to column 1 1 , line 6). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to include the concept of copy restriction based on the geographical area 
as taught by Ichimura et al. into the system of Matsumoto et al. The motivation would be to 
prohibit reproduction in only specific areas (column 11, lines 1-3 of Ichimura et al.). 

Regarding claim 12, Matsumoto et al. teaches a computer readable medium encoded 
with a computer program (inherent to the method) representing a sequence of instructions, 
which when the program is executed by a reproducing computer, the instructions cause the 
computer to function as: first extracting device for extracting permission control information 
from recording information (column 3, lines 64-67), second extracting device for extracting 
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copy restriction information from the recording information (column 3, lines 60-64 and column 
4, lines 36-40), a detecting device for detecting presence or absence of tampering based on 
correlation information included in the extracted permission control information and the 
extracted copy restriction information (column 4, lines 1-6), and a reproduction control device 
for prohibiting reproduction of the recording information when tampering is detected by the 
detecting device (column 4, lines 1-6), the reproducing computer being included in an 
information reproducing apparatus for reproducing the recording information outputted with 
addition of the permission control information and the copy restriction information (column 2, 
lines 39-43 and column 4, lines 36-40, respectively), the permission control information 
including correlation information having a correlation for preventing tampering, the copy 
restriction information including the correlation information and restricting copy of the recording 
information after the recording information is recorded (column 2, lines 58-62 and column 4, 
lines 36-40). Matsumoto et al. does not but Ichimura et al. teaches the permission control 
information controlling at least one of recording and reproduction of the recording information 
for each of predetermined geographical regions of the world (column 10, line 63 to column 11, 
line 6). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to include the concept of copy restriction based on the geographical area as taught by 
Ichimura et al. into the system of Matsumoto et al. The motivation would be to prohibit 
reproduction in only specific areas (column 11, lines 1-3 of Ichimura et al.). 

Regarding claim 13, Matsumoto et al. teaches an information recording medium in 
which a program (inherent to the method) for an information generating is recorded so as to be 
readable by a computer included in an information generating apparatus, wherein the program 
causes the computer to function as a control information embedding device for embedding 
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permission control information to recording information (column 2, lines 39-43). Matsumoto et 
al. does not but Ichimura et al. teaches the permission control information controlling at least 
one of recording and reproduction of the recording information for each of predetermined 
geographical regions of the world (column 10, line 63 to column 11, line 6). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the concept of 
copy restriction based on the geographical area as taught by Ichimura et al. into the system of 
Matsumoto et al. The motivation would be to prohibit reproduction in only specific areas 
(column 11, lines 1-3 of Ichimura et al.). 

Regarding claim 14, Matsumoto et al. teaches an information recording medium in 
which a program (inherent to the method) for an information reproduction is recorded so as to 
be readable by a computer, wherein the program causes the computer to function as: first 
extracting device for extracting unit copy restriction information from recording information 
(column 3, lines 64-67), second extracting device for extracting copy restriction information 
from the recording information (column 3, lines 60-64 and column 4, lines 36-40), a detecting 
device for detecting whether or not contents of the extracted unit copy restriction information 
and contents of the extracted copy restriction information coincide with each other (explained 
in column 4, lines 1-6), and a reproduction control device for prohibiting reproduction of the 
recording information when the contents of the extracted unit copy restriction information and 
the contents of the copy restriction information do not coincide with each other (explained in 
column 4, lines 1-6), the reproducing computer being included in an information reproducing 
apparatus for reproducing the recording information outputted with addition of the permission 
control information and the copy restriction information (column 2, lines 39-43 and column 4, 
lines 36-40, respectively), the permission control information controlling at least one of 
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recording or reproduction of the recording information including unit copy restriction information 
for each unit of predetermined information constituting the recording information (column 2, 
lines 39-50), the copy restriction information restricting copy of the recording information after 
the recording information is recorded (column 2, lines 58-62 and column 4, lines 36-40). 
Matsumoto et al. does not but Ichimura et al. teaches the permission control information 
controlling at least one of recording and reproduction of the recording information for each of 
predetermined geographical regions of the world (column 10, line 63 to column 11, line 6). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
include the concept of copy restriction based on the geographical area as taught by Ichimura 
et al. into the system of Matsumoto et al. The motivation would be to prohibit reproduction in 
only specific areas (column 1 1 , lines 1 -3 of Ichimura et al.). 

Regarding claim 15, Matsumoto et al. teaches an information recording medium in 
which a program (inherent to the method) for an information reproduction is recorded so as to 
be readable by a computer, wherein the program causes the computer to function as: first 
extracting device for extracting permission control information from recording information 
(column 3, lines 64-67), second extracting device for extracting copy restriction information 
from the recording information (column 3, lines 60-64 and column 4, lines 36-40), a detecting 
device for detecting presence or absence of tampering based on correlation information 
included in the extracted permission control information and the extracted copy restriction 
information (column 4, lines 1-6), and a reproduction control device for prohibiting reproduction 
of the recording information when tampering is detected by the detecting device (column 4, 
lines 1-6), the reproducing computer being included in an information reproducing apparatus 
for reproducing the recording information outputted with addition of the permission control 
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information and the copy restriction information (column 2, lines 39-43 and column 4, lines 36- 
40, respectively), the permission control information including correlation information having a 
correlation for preventing tampering, the copy restriction information including the correlation 
information and restricting copy of the recording information after the recording information is 
recorded (column 2, lines 58-62 and column 4, lines 36-40). Matsumoto et al. does not but 
Ichimura et al. teaches the permission control information controlling at least one of recording 
and reproduction of the recording information for each of predetermined geographical regions 
of the world (column 10, line 63 to column 11, line 6). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the concept of copy restriction 
based on the geographical area as taught by Ichimura et al. into the system of Matsumoto et 
al. The motivation would be to prohibit reproduction in only specific areas (column 11, lines 1-3 
of Ichimura et al.). 

Regarding claim 16, Matsumoto et al. teaches a recording medium (element 48 of figure 
4) storing recording information and control information, the recording information serving as a 
target of at least one of recording and reproduction, the control information controlling one of 
the recording and reproduction using the recording information, the recording medium, 
comprising: a recording information recording region (column 2, lines 45-46) for recording the 
recording information with addition of the permission control information for controlling one of 
the recording and reproduction for each of predetermined regions (column 2, lines 39-41), and 
a control information recording region ('second portion") for recording the control information 
(column 2, lines 46-47 and column 4, lines 36-40). Matsumoto et al. does not but Ichimura et 
al. teaches the permission control information controlling at least one of recording and 
reproduction of the recording information for each of predetermined geographical regions of 
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the world (column 10, line 63 to column 11, line 6). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the concept of copy restriction 
based on the geographical area as taught by Ichimura et al. into the system of Matsumoto et 
al. The motivation would be to prohibit reproduction in only specific areas (column 11, lines 1-3 
of Ichimura et al.). 

Regarding claim 17, Matsumoto et al. teaches the recording medium according to claim 

16, wherein copy restriction information is further added to the recording information (column 
3, lines 1-8 and column 4, lines 36-40), the copy restriction information restricting copy for 
each of the regions after the recording information is recorded (column 2, lines 58-62). 

Regarding claim 18, Matsumoto et al. teaches the recording medium according to claim 

17, wherein the permission control information and the copy restriction information include 
correlation information having a correlation for preventing tampering (column 3, lines 8-17). 

Regarding claim 19, Matsumoto et al. teaches the recording medium according to claim 
16, wherein the permission control information further includes period information for permitting 
at least one of recording and reproduction of the recording information (column 15, lines 1-15). 

Regarding claim 20, Ichimura et al. teaches the information generating apparatus of 
claim 1, wherein, each of the predetermined geographical regions of the world corresponds to 
a different country (column 10, line 63 to column 1 1 , line 6). 

Regarding claim 21, Ichimura et al. teaches the recording medium of claim 16, wherein, 
each of the predetermined regions of the world is a different country (column 10, line 63 to 
column 11, line 6). 
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Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed on 10/19/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant contends that the patent is not related to the specific issue of preventing 
copying based on geographical region. Ichimura et al. is cited to teach this feature. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. US Patent 6,700,989 discloses similar material. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy 
as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Parul Gupta whose telephone number is 571-272-5260. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday, from 8:30 AM to 7 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bill Korzuch can be reached on 571-272-7589. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300, 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



PHG 

12/6/06 




WILLIAM KORZUCH 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



